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I. FACTUAL CLARIFICATIONS 
The State notes at page 1 of Respondent's Brief that the facts of this case 
are not in dispute. (Resp. Brf. at 1) This is correct. However, the state implies 
that certain facts are in dispute when they are not. 
For example, the State says that "According to Rich, he successfully 
completed his probation." (Resp. Brf. at 1 )( emphasis supplied). Yet in the 
District Court the State conceded that Rich did successfully complete his 
probation. ( R.p. 10, 15; p. 43, n.1, 15). 
In a similar vein, the State complains that Rich has not "provided a 
complete record on appeal" because he has not "included the Order Amending 
Judgment of Conviction from his underlying criminal case". ( Resp. Brf. at 4-5) 
The State's complaint rings hollow. First, in his original Petition Rich asked the 
District Court to take judicial notice of the court file in the underlying criminal 
case. ( R. p. 4, 13) Second, the language of the Order1 has never been in dispute. 
The state acknowledged as much throughout the proceedings below. ( R. 10-11, 
mf 7-9; R. p. 43, n. 1, mf7-9). Third, the District Court recognized the Order from 
the underlying criminal case. ( R. p. 30, n. 1; R. p. 55-56). 
1Rich brings to the Court's attention a typographical error in the Opening Brief. At page 
4 of the brief the Order is twice described as having been entered on April 4, 2008. The Order 
was entered in 2004, not 2008. This is not in dispute. (Resp. Brf. pp. 1-2) 
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II. REPLY ARGUMENT 
The State utterly fails to address the two key components of Rich's 
argument. 
First, the State does not address Rich's argument that, if his conviction has 
been reduced to a misdemeanor, he is no longer a convicted felon and thus his 
right to bear arms under Article I, Section 11 of the IDAHO CONSTITUTION 
may not be abridged. 
Second, nowhere does the State address the question of whether, absent a 
declaration from an Idaho Court, he may be a prohibited person under federal law. 
See 18 U.S.C. §922(g)(l). The State chooses to ignore the fact that federal law 
expressly defers to the states the question of what constitutes a disqualifying 
conviction. 18 U.S.C. §921(a)(20)(B). 
The State prefers to leave a question of Idaho law to the state of 




For all of the foregoing reasons, as well as the reasons set forth in the 
Appellant's Opening Brief, Appellant Todd Rich respectfully prays that this Court 
REVERSE AND REMAND the judgment of the District Court dismissing Rich's 
Petition for Declaratory Judgment and for such other relief as the Court deems 
appropriate and just. 
Leo . Gri+----
Attomey for Petitioner-Appellant Todd Rich 
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